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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

The examiner acknowledges the addition of claims 4-6, enabled by paragraph 20 
of the specification. No new matter has been added. 

Terminal Disclaimer 

The terminal disclaimer filed on December 11, 2006 disclaiming the terminal 
portion of any patent granted on this application which would extend beyond the 
expiration date of US Patent No. 6,937,298 has been reviewed and is accepted. The 
terminal disclaimer has been recorded. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection has 
been withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 



Application/Control Number: 10/697,082 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3714 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Joeng (US 2003/0016313), Ozaki et al. (US 2001/0031658) and further in view of 

Loose et al. (US 6,517,433). 

Regarding claims 1 and 4, Loose discloses a gaming machine featuring a 
variable display means for variably displaying designs positioned behind a transparent 
liquid crystal display screen for superimposing video images upon the variable display 
means (abstract, Fig. 2a). Loose does not disclose the specific components of the liquid 
crystal display screen, including various panels and frame holders. In Fig. 6 of US 
2003/0016313, Joeng discloses a liquid crystal display device, comprising a liquid 
crystal panel (212), a liquid crystal holder for holding the periphery of a display unit of 
the liquid crystal display panel (310), a panel frame for holding the periphery of the 
display unit (330), a light guiding plate for guiding light emitted from a light source to the 
rear side of said liquid crystal display panel (224), diffusion means for diffusing the light 
guided by the light guiding plate (226), and a rear holder for holding said liquid crystal 
holder, said panel frame, said light guiding plate and said diffusion means supported by 
said base frame on said base frame from behind. For a description of all named 
components, refer to Joeng, paragraphs 0044-0073. 

The rear holder disclosed by Joeng does not feature windows for allowing the 
designs of the variable display means to be observed. Similarly, the liquid crystal 
display device of Loose does not disclose the use of windows because the entire 
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display panel is transparent. However, Ozaki discloses a gaming device featuring a 
variable display means disposed behind an electroluminescent panel (Fig. 2). The rear 
panel of the gaming machine features windows for viewing the design displayed by the 
variable display device (Fig.1 , Fig. 2). 

Regarding the base frame attached in front of the machine for supporting said 
liquid crystal holder, said panel frame, said light guiding plate and said diffusion means, 
the display unit disclosed by Ozaki include said base frame mounted in front of the 
gaming machine (Fig. 1, 33). 

Additionally, the device disclosed by Joeng does not include a transparent plate 
disposed in front of the base frame. However, Loose discloses this transparent plate 
feature in Fig. 2a, component 16, wherein col. 2, line 67 discloses that "the display area 
16 includes a glass cover/window". 

Regarding claim 4, wherein the diffusion means is a diffusion sheet for diffusing 
the light guided by the light guiding plate, see Jeong Fig. 6, item 226. 

Regarding claims 2 and 5, wherein said variable display means is one or more 
rotatable reels each having a reel band thereon, on which said designs are drawn, see 
Loose Fig. 1. 

Regarding claims 3 and 6, wherein the reel-based gaming machine is a slot 
machine, see Loose Fig. 1 . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to combine the teachings of Joeng, Loose and Ozaki as their inventions 
feature analogous subject matter. It is well known in the art to include an LCD screen to 
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be disposed in front of slot machine reels, as shown in Loose. One would have been 
motivated to combine the LCD screen components of Jeong with the gaming device 
featuring an LCD screen as taught by Loose, as well as the window cut-out display 
design of Ozaki, in order to enhance the attractiveness of a gaming device display. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, filed December 11, 2006, with respect to claims 1-3 have 
been fully considered and are persuasive. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection 
of claims 1-3 has been withdrawn. However, the claims have been rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the prior art disclosed in the above rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meagan Thomasson whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2080. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 830-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bob Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Meagan Thomasson 



February 20, 2007 




ROBERT E. PEZZUTO 
SUPERVISORY PRIMARY EXAMINER 



